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flpplicinT. Geo. Chalet •*- ^ - ^ 
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(") CountyFileN(WWT.36-89M. 

COUNTY PLANNING REFERRAL 
(Mandatory County Planning Review under Article 12-B, 

Section 239, Paragraphs 1, m & n, of the 
General Municipal Law) 

Application of.. .George.ChaletT 

fora stte Plan- Rotrte"3? 
county ActionLoca}.. De-terrai fiat-ion-

LOCAL MUNICIPAL ACTION 

The Above-cited application was: 

Denied Approved 

Approved subject to County recommendations 

(Signature of Local Official) (Date of Local Action) 

This card must be returned to the Orange County Department of Planning 
within 7 days of local action. 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N. Y. 12550 
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,ora sfte'Plan- Routed? 
county ActionL0C^v. oetenni nation-

LOCAL MUNICIPAL ACTION 

The Above-cited application was: 

Denied Approved 

Approved subject to County recommendations 

(Signature of Local Official) (Date of Local Action) 

This card must be returned to the Orange County Department of Planning 
within 7 days of local action. 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N. Y. 12550 

General Receipt 
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555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N. Y*-d2550 
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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 
45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W) 
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12550 

TELEPHONE (914) 562-8640 
PORTJERVIS (914)856-5600 

RICHARD D. McGOEY. P.E. 
WJLUAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL P.E. 

Licensed in New York, 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania 

ELAMIUG BQAET2 HQBK SESSIM 
mxm. QE APPEARANCE 

TOWN OF A/fa faf* ofo- P/B tf 

WORK SESSION DATE: APPLICANT RESUB. 

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S EEQdESTEB: . 

PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECT STATUS: 

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT 

TOWN REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. 
FIRE INSP 
ENGINEER 
PLANNER 
P/B CHMN. 
OTHER ( S p e c i f y ) 

•3E 

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL: 
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March 14, 1990 36 

GEORGE CHALEFF SITE PLAN: 

Mr. George Chaleff came before the Board presenting 
the proposal. 

BY MR. CHALEFF: You have the revised map 
containing all the comments of the past Planning 
Board meetings. I live at 2 66 Windsor Highway. 
From the last meeting, the conditions were placed 
on the maps stating that hours of operation, how 
many cars should be parked on the property and 
types of repairs limited to strictly mechanical. 
Other than that, I have the map reviewed by the 
fire inspector and also the New York State 
Department of Transportation. Also filed the plan 
with the Orange County Department of Planning, so 
if any of you would like to see the copies, here is 
the DOT approval of the site plan and also Mr. 
Rogers* approval of the plan. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: When did you send it to the County 
Planning? 

BY MR. CHALEFF: I believe the date should be on 
that, January 25th. 

BY MR. PAGANO: It was delivered? 

BY MR. CHALEFF: I seek the approval of this plan 
tonight from the Board. 

BY MR. PAGANO: He has a letter from Mr. Rogers 
that the site plan is found acceptable and from the 
New York State Department of Transportation they 
find no objections to the site plan. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Can we have another map? 

BY MR. PAGANO: From the Department of Planning, 
there are no major planning issues and concerns to 
bring to our attention. There is no significant 
Countywide concern. There is no date and no 
signature basically. 

BY MR. CHALEFF: I never received anything from the 
Orange County Department of Planning. 

BY MR. BABCOCK: The Orange County Department of 
Planning — 



March 14, 1990 3 

BY MR. EDS ALL: I have something from them with no 
signature, no date, but it is from them. 

BY MR. PAGANO: It is not acceptable. I don't 
think we basically, unless they have signed it, I 
don't see how we can accept it. 

BY MR. BABCOCK: Typically what we do is we have 
the applicant mail it to them and they send their 
reply back to us, okay. Is that — 

BY MR. PAGANO: Without a signature and date? 

BY MR. EDSALL: I think they in error didn't sign 
it. It, obviously it is from the Planning 
Department. We have the same. 

BY MR. BABCOCK: We have the same thing, so — 

BY MR. PAGANO: As a matter of course, can you 
check with them for confirmation? 

BY MR. BABCOCK: Sure. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: Have we taken lead agency on 
this? 

BY MR. EDSALL: Not yet. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: I make a motion that we take 
lead agency. 

BY MR~. LANDER: I will second it. 

ROLL CALL: 

Dubaidi: 
Soukup: 
Lander: 
McCarville: 
VanLeeuwen: 
Pagano: 

Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: I make a motion we declare 
negative declaration. 



March 14, 1990 38 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I will second it. 

ROLL CALL: 

McCarville: 
VanLeeuwen: 
Soukup: 
Dubaldi: 
Lander: 
Pagano: 

Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: I make a motion that we waive 
the public hearing. 

BY MR. EDSALL: You took care of that in October of 
•89. 

BY MR. PAGANO: Anything left open you'd like to 
comment on? 

BY MR. EDSALL: No. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: The one telephone pole? 

BY MR. EdSALL: DOT didn't require it. I have 
recommended it. I am still noting it is a 
dangerous condition for the record. If the 
applicant doesn't care to do it then fine. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I make a motion to approve it. 

BY MR. McCARVILLE: I will second it. 

ROLL CALL: 

McCarville: 
VanLeeuwen: 
Soukup: 
Dubaldi: 
Lander: 
Pagano: 

Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 
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8 8 - 2 

BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, 
D.O.T., O.C.H., O.C.P., D.P.W., WATER, &VHI, HIGHWAY, REVIEW 
FORM : 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval. y 
Subdivision - as submitted by 

for the building or subdivision of 

&*?o/?4e » 7%/ie^s/ ^•/f_._T/c"/r has been 

reviewed by me and is approved 

disapproved. 

If disapproved, please list reason 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

SAlfl*fARY SUPERINTENDENT 

DATE 

CdlHf- • 



IOC.PB 
CHALF-FF 

INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TOa Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 12 March 1990 

SUBJECTS Chaleff Site Plan 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-88-26 
DATED: 20 February 1990 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS- 90-018 

A review and site visit was conducted of the above referenced subject 
si te. 

This plan is found acceptable. 

PLANS DATED: 21 January 1990, Revision 5. 

Robert F. Rodgers; (g*A 
Fire Inspector 

RR:mr 
Att. 

#!://•£.-
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8 8 - 26 
BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, 
D.O.T., O.C.H., O.C.P., D.P.W., WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW 
FORM: 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval, 

Subdivision as submitted by 

f^YvfiRAE^ <-\r>vt K\&loVfor t n e building or subdivision of 

has been 

reviewed by me and is approved ; . 

disapproved w ^ ^ . 

If disapproved, please list reason 

\ouu^ 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

D A $ £ y . 

CC:M.£-
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8 8 - 26 
BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, 
D.O.T., O.C.H., O.C.P., D.P.W. , &KSS3&, SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW 
FORM: 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval_ 

Subdivision _ as submitted by 

v . C W F S v̂c/̂v ̂ ^ - V J V for the building or subdivision of 

(-r<~o "Kc^cu C Q c v W V \ has been 
ft - _ 

reviewed by me and is approved __ 

^isaypiuvtid . 
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HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT 

DATE 
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STATE OF NEW YORK 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

118 DICKSON STREET 
NEWBURGH, NY 12550 

Albert E. Dickson 
Regional Director* 

t 
'% 
-li* 

Franklin E. Whits 
CoMMi *s loner 

Dear &t£. 

:REi "̂//S- ^a^/^fr 

We have reviewed this Matter and please find our- comments 
checked belowi 

A Highway Work.Permit will be required 

„X_ No objection 

Need additional information __ Traffic Study 

__ Drainage Btudy .. •.••'. 
• , \ • ". : X . • 

To be reviewed by Regional Office .; '. 

Does not affect N.Y. State Dept. of Transportation 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTSI ''•.-*• * 
y. , 

Very truly yours9 

William^/gee 
C.E. I Permits 
Orange County 

WE/dn 

&:#£' 
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Department of Pluming 
& DevdopmeRt 
124 M*i« SWt 
C O M , N— Ywfc 10124 
(•14) 2144ISI 

S. *»fwfc, feprff C—ftrfmw 

ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING A DEVELOPMENT 
2 3 9 L t M o r i R e p o r t 

This proposed ac t io s i s being reviewed as an aid in coordinating such action between 
and among governmental agencies by bringing pertinent inter-r n—unity and Cotmtywide con­
siderations to the attention of Che municipal agency having jur i sd ic t ion . 

Referred by T f n m ? f M?t„ mnricnr Planning Bnard D P a D Reference No. NWT 36-89M 

County I-D. So. re / 1 / 44 
Applicant r^nwjp rhaloff 

Proposed ac t ion: Si te Plan- Automobile Repair Shop 

State , County, Inter-Municipal Basis for 239 Review jvnntaqp/arppss to NYSRt. 32 

Tho^ , ro nn major planning issues and/or concerns to bring to your 
a t ten t ion . There i s no signffcant countywide concerns. 

Related Reviews and Permits 

County Actions Local Determination XXXXXXX Disapproved _ _ _ _ _ _ Approved 

Approved subject t o the following modifications and/or condit ions: 



IOC.PB 
CHALEFF 

INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATEs 24 January 1990 

SUBJECT: Chaleff Site Plan. 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-88-26 
DATED: 13 September 1989 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-90-005 

A review of the above referenced site plan was conducted on 24 January 
1990. 

This site plan is found acceptable. 

PLANS DATED: 28 August 1989, Revision 4. 

Robert F. Rodgers; CCA 
Fire Inspector 

RR:mr 
A'tt. 

ac:rt.&. 
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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL, PE. 

D Main Office 
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor, New York 12550 
(914)562-8640 

D Branch Office 
400 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(717)296-2765 
(914)856-5600 

PROJECT NAME: 
PROJECT LOCATION: 
PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 
DESCRIPTION: 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 
REVIEW COMMENTS 

George Chaleff Site Plan 
Route 32 
88-26 
11 October 1989 
The Applicant has submitted a site plan for review 
for a multi-building development of an existing 
site on the northwest side of Route 32. The plan 
was previously reviewed at the 10 August 1988, 26 
October 1988 and 11 January 1989 Planning Board 
Meetings. 

1. At the latter referenced meeting, the Planning Board denied the 
application and forwarded the Applicant to the Zoning Board of 
Appeals. The formal decision of that Board should be on record with 
the Planning Board prior to any action being taken by the Planning 
Board. 

2. At the time the Planning Board referred the Application to the 
ZBA, the Applicant was directed to "get together" with Bob Rogers, 
Fire Inspector and resolve his concerns. In addition, the Applicant 
was to revise the plans in accordance with this Engineer's comment 
sheet dated 11 January 1989. 

At this time, I have no record of an updated review by the Fire 
Inspector, nor have I received any revised plan, nor have I been 
contacted by the Applicant or his representative. 

Based on the above, I have not been able to make a review of this 
application, nor do I have any updated comments for the Planning 
Board. 

At such time that the Applicant submits revised plans for my 
review, I will be pleased to review same and advise the Board of my 
findings. 

\ 

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania 



3. The Planning Board should determine, for the record, if a Public 
Hearing will be necessary for this Site Plan, per its discretionary 
judgement under Paragraph 48-19. C of the Town Zoning Local Law. 

4. Submittal of this plan/application to the Mew York State 
Department of Transportation and Orange County Planning Department 
will be required. 

5. At such time that the Planning Board has made further review of this 
application, further engineering reviews and comments will be made, as 
deemed necessary by the Board. 

MJEnje 

chaleff 



PB.IOC 
CHALEFF 

INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TOa Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 26 September 1989 

SUBJECT: Chaleff Site Plan. 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-88-26 
DATED: 13 September 1989 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-B9-0B3 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted on 26 
September 1989, with the following being noted. 

1) The width of the driveway shall be a minimum of fifteen (15) 
feet wide. Originally I had requested that a twenty-four 
(24) foot wide drive would be needed, however this structure 
is only one (1) story and the wider drive is not required. 

When the site plan indicates that a fifteen (15) foot wide driveway is 
provided, it will be acceptable, however at this time it is not 
acceptable. 

PLANS DATED: 28 August 1989, Revision 4. 

Robert F. Rodgers; CCA 
Fire Inspector 

RR:mr 
Att. 

/fppffcafif 
CC:M £• 



ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

x 

In the Matter of the Application of DECISION GRANTING 
USE VARIANCE 

GEORGE CHALEFF 

#89-6. 

. x 

r WHEREAS, GEORGE CHALEFF, residing at 266 Windsor Highway, New 
Windsor, N. Y. 12550, has made application before the Zoning. Board of 
Appeals for a use variance for the purposes of: 

Construction of an automotive repair shop at the above location 
in a PI zone; and 

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on the 11th day of September, 
1989 before the ZBA at the Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, 
New York; and 

WHEREAS, Applicant was represented by Daniel J. Bloom, Esq., 530 
Blooming Grove Tpk., New Windsor, N. Y.; and 

WHEREAS, the application was unopposed; 

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor 
makes the following findings of fact in this matter; 

1. The notice of public hearing was duly sent to residents 
and businesses as prescribed by law and published in The 
Sentinel, also as required by law. 

2. The evidence shows that applicant has applied to the ZBA for 
a use variance to allow an automotive repair shop in a PI zone. 

3. The evidence shows that the zone district boundary between 
the C and PI zones goes through the Applicant's property. 

4. The use of the premises as a service repair garage for motor 
vehicles.is a use permitted by special permit in the C zone. Said 
use is prohibited in the PI zone. 

5. The evidence shows that the Applicant seeks to expand his 
existing automotive repair shop on that part of his property which is 
zoned PI. 

6. The evidence further shows that expansion of the existing 
shop solely within the portion of Applicant's property zoned C is 
impractical given the existing location of the buildings and the 
multiple uses already on the site. 
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7. The Applicant presented "dollars and cents" proof or 
affidavit and by written, expert appraisal opinion concerning the 
present value of the property acquisition/buy out costs, taxes, 
mortgage, and financial statements showing the income derived from 
the present use (which is limited by the undersized building and the 
absence of a power-assisted automobile lift). 

8. The Applicant presented "dollars and cents" proof that the 
subject lands cannot yield a reasonable return if used only for the 
permitted uses in the PI zone. 

9. The evidence presented by Applicant indicated that the 
proposed use would not alter the essential character of the 
neighborhood which is commercial. 

10. The evidence presented by the Applicant indicates that the 
plight of the Applicant is unique in that his parcel is located 
partially in a C zone and partially in a PI zone, the C zone being 
the front portion along NYS Route 32. 

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of 
Windsor makes the following conclusions of law in this matter: 

1. The land in question cannot yield a reasonable return if 
used only for purposes allowed in the PI zone. 

2. The use of the premises for an automotive repair shop will 
not alter the essential character of the locality which is devoted to 
commercial uses. 

3. The plight of the applicant is unique as to this parcel and 
is not general throughout the zoning district. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New 
Windsor GRANT a use variance to the applicant for an automotive 
repair shop in the PI zone with the following restrictions: 

(1) Hours of operation: 9 a.m. to 5 p.m.-Monday thru Friday 
1/2 day on Saturday; 

(2) No overnight, outside storage of vehicles other than in the 
specified parking spaces shown on the plan. (10). 

BE IT FURTHER, 

RESOLVED, that the Secretary of the Zoning Board of Appeals of 
the Town of New Windsor transmit a copy of this decision to the Town 
Clerk, Town Planning Board and the applicant. 

Dated: September 25, 1989. 

(ZBA DISK#1-061785.FD) Chairman 



ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
September 11/ 1989 

AGENDA: 

(ZBA DISK#5-091189.ZBA) 

7:30 P.M. ROLL CALL 

Motion to accept minutes of 8/14/89 meeting as written. 

p ptf> PRELIMINARY MEETING: 

due H^fi^'^i. PIZZO, JOHN - 5th Preliminary meeting. Request for use 
A/*/ variance to construct office complex in R-4 zone at triangular 

/ /.^ shaped lot location on Temple Hill Road. 
eX at?** 
• Lie.tteto£P%[. CERONE, NICHOLAS - Request for 6.86 ft. frontyard variance to 

construct garage at 16 Margaret Place in R-4 zone. 

6Uc tfeh QUALITY HOME BUILDERS - Request for 4,003 lot area variance 
XJ6 construct single-family residence off Chestnut Avenue in an 

Grevas, R-4 zone 

PUBLIC HEARING; 

Present: Elias D. Grevas, L. S. 

4. WORTMANN, FRANK/MICHAEL - Request for*#e^S.f. lot area 
riance and 35 ft. street frontage variance to construct 

one-family residential dwelling on Moores Hill Road in R-3 zone. 

ĜftfiRGB-v?* Request for use variance to construct auto 
r"epair garage and related workshop on lot which is located 
partially in C zone and PI zone. Use not permitted zone. 
Present: Daniel J. Bloom, Esq. 

PERREN, CATHLEEN - Request for 2 in. rear yard variance to 
ow an existing one-family residential dwelling on High Street 

in R-4 zone. 

BILA PARTNERS - Request for 13 ft. 4 in. bldg. height and 213 
spaces for parking in conjunction with construction of Big V 
Shopping complex on Route 32 - C zone. Present: Alan R. Lewis, 
Esq. 

FORMAL DECISIONS 

SUBURBAN HOMES, INC. 
SCHOONMAKER HOMES, INC. 
KOLINSKY/WINDSOR SQUARE 
KARNAVEZOS, THOMAS 
JOLLIE, EDWARD 

Pat - 565-8550 
562-7107 (h) 



ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS (TA DOCDISK#4-041089.ZBA) 

Agenda: 

7:30 p.m.. - ROLL CALL 

Motion to accept the minutes of 03/27/89 meeting as written. 

PRELIMINARY MEETING: 

c l£7V<g// l. CHALEFF, GEORGE - Request for use variance to construct 
" 'auto repair and related workshop area which is split between the 

PI and C zones. Use not permitted. Matter referred by Planning 
Board. Present: Daniel J. Bloom, Esq. representing Applicant. 

2. COHEN, EILEEN & MICHAEL - Request for 10,000 s.f. lot area, 
" 55 ft. lot width, 25/35 ft. sideyard and 18 ft. 4 inch, maximum 

building height variances to construct four-store shopping plaza 
on Route 32 across from Phil & Neal's Restaurant in a C zone. 
Paul V. Cuomo, P. E. present representing applicant. 

3. , ZAMEMICK. FRED - Request for 7 ft. rear yard variance in 
order to replace existing nonconforming "sheds with nonconforming 
garage at 160 Walsh Road in R-4 zone. 

»t/0 d M V ^te /tag /SOT Itr* T*&££ 
7 4. EHRET, MICHELE - Request for parking variance, including full 
turn around, 10 ft. back up area and more than allowable 
developmental coverage to allow home professional office (real 
estate) in R-3 residential zone located at 789 Forge Hill Road. 

FORMAL DECISION: 

4. HELMER/COLUMBIAN ART WORKS, INC. - Motion to accept formal 
decision. 

NO PUBLIC HEARINGS ARE SCHEDULED FOR THIS EVENING. 

PAT - 565-8550 (O) 
562-7107 (H) 



'AS OF: 02/27/89 w ^ ^ ^ PABE: 1 
CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT 

JQB^jW-56—RRr^INDSOR PLAMM1HB BOARD (Chargeable to Applicant) CLIENT: NEKWIN - TOKN OF NEW WINDSOR 
m i 88- 26 

TASK-NO REC - D A T E - TRAN EHPL ACT DESCRIPTION- RATE HRS. TIME 
DOLLARS 

EXP. BILLED BALANCE 

17540 08/09/88 TIHE HJE HC CHALEFF • 40.00 0 
17587 08/09/88 TIHE EJ CL CHALEFF 17.00 0 
21874 10/23/88 TIHE HJE HC CHARLEFF 40.CO 0 
22089 10/24/88 TIHE HJE HC CHALEFF 40.00 0 

-26 22274 10/24/88 TIHE CAO CL CHALEFF PB COHH 17.00 0 
-26 22658 10/25/88 TIHE EJ CL CHALEFF 17.00 0 

3-26 
3-26 
3-26 
3-26 

,40 
,50 
,70 
,50 
,50 
,29 

TASK TOTAL 

16.00 
8.50 

28.00 
20.00 
8.50 
3.40 

88-26 

88-26 
88-26 
88-26 
88-26 
88-26 
88-26 

26148 ~ 

27694 
27701 
27860 
28675 
28721 
29918 

" 12/19/83 

01/09/89 
01/11/89 
01/11/89 
01/25/89 
02/03/89 
02/13/89 

TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 
TIHE 

• -

HJE 
HJE 
NJE 
HJE 
HJE 
HJE 

HC 
HC 
CL" 
HC 
HC 
HC 

BILL PARTIAL 

CHALEFF 
CHALEFF 
CHf'.EFF/PB COHHENTS 
CHALEFF 
CHALEFF 
CHALEFF 

60.00 
60.00 
19.00 
60.00 
60.00 
60.00 

0.80 
0.10 
0.50 
0.30 
0.50 
0.50 

84.40 

48.00 
6.00 
9.50 
18.00 
30.00 
30.00 

-84.40 

-84.40 

225.90 0.00 -84.40 141.50 

BRAND TOTAL 225.90 0.00 -84.40 141.50 



OFFICE OF- THE PLANNING BOA1 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

ORANGE COUNTY, N.Y. 

I/- to- 21 

NOTICE OF DISAPPROVAL OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION 

f/3 
F i l e No. 

8g-Z& Date 3 FfB 1383 

T o : ££D£6E OMLEFF 
JL&6 W/A/DSi)£ /tl6HVAY 
A/OH U//A4)m X/Y- /2STd 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that your application dated /3 WML rtSS 
for (&GMi*ieiiS^- Site Plan) 
located at 

is returned herewith and disapproved for the following reasons. 

wgkf//0p /we/} w PX ZOAJF. (use VMMVCF) 

anning Board Chairman 



Requirements 

Min. Lot Area 

Min. Lot Width 

Reqcl F r o n t Yd^_ 

Req'd. S i d e Yd. 

ReqQ. R e a r Yd^ 

ReqH. Street 
Frontage* 

Max. Bldg. Hgt. 

Min. Floor Area* 

Dev. Coverage* 
** 

Floor Area Ratio 

* Residential Districts only 

** Non-residential Districts only 
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Mr. George Chaleff came before the Board representing this proposal. 

Mr. Chaleff: Tonight I have the revised plan and the revision con­
sists of the recommendations that were made at the last meeting 
which were the building to be properly labeled as to their use. 
Secondly, the handicapped parking area; thirdly, the closed garbage 
area by the beauty shop and the other thing is the wall of the pole 
barn itself is going to be pulled in 10 inches to bring it 5 foot 
from the existing structure. 

Mr. McCarville: You are going to move the barn-back. 

Mr. Chaleff: Going to put the wall in because it is at 4 foot 10 
and 5 foot is called for for a 2 hour wall. 

Mr. McCarville: What do you have from the fire bureau on this. 

Mr. Schi^fer: 15 December '£3 conducted the site plan subject review 
plan indicates that only one handicapped parking area is needed for 
the beauty shop only. Section 1102.1 of Title 9 requires that a C4.2 
occupancy must also have handicapped facilities. Number 2, it does 
not appear that the 24 foot wide driveway has been addressed as out­
lined on the previous fire prevention review. It appears that the 
trees will need triming. The site plan submission is found unaccept-

Mr. Chaleff: I need the trees for drainage. They suck up most of 
the water and as a wind break which they were originally designed 
for. Ever since it seems that as the years go on, you know, I am 
getting more water down my way. 

Mr. Rones: Why don't you discuss it with Mr. Rogers. He is talking 
about trimming, not removing. Maybe you can reach some agreement. 

Mr. Lander: You can thank Con Rail for the water. 

Mr. Chaleff: Three or four years ago it was coming right through the 
place and onto your father * s place. 

Mr. Lander: They took the berm that was there since they put the 
tracks in. All that water from Vails Gate Heights comes down that 
side of the tracks. They now dumped it on George and me. I tried 
to get them to put it back. They wouldn't. Take them to court and 
we'll see you in five years. That is where that is now. 

Mr. Schiefer: I think Mr. Rones comment is valid. We have to have 
approval of the fire inspector so take it up with Mr. Rogers. 

Mr. Chaleff: Can we get an approval based on their approval. 
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Mr. Rones: There is some other problems that the engineer brings up 
in his comments. One of which is that you have got a proposed auto 
repair garage split between the PI and the C zones and that most of 
that building appears to be in the PI zone which is not a use per­
mitted in that zone and a use variance would be.required. 

Mr. Chaleff: I pay $7,000 a year taxes, all right, what do I get 
for $7,000. Do I get the right to make a living or do I get taxed. 

Mr. Jones: You are living in New Windsor, you don*t get nothing. 

Mr. Rones: You have got to get—we can't approve something, you can 
perhaps ask the Zoning Board of Appeals for a variance and if they 
grant you the variance, then we can proceed with the site plan. 

Mr. Schiefer: Majority is within the PI zone. 

Mr. Pagano: George, here's the comments. Why don't you take that, 
come in and get a copy of the letter from the fire department tomor­
row. Get some of this stuff cleared up. ,.,-

Mr. VanLeeuwen: He put the building up without getting a building 
permit. 

Mr. Chaleff: I always had a pole barn on my property. One decayed 
and fell down and I replaced it. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: That decayed many years ago. 

Mr, Jones: What did you do, replace it. 

Mr. Chaleff: Yes, 

Mr. Jones: You have to get a permit for that. I can't go along 
with you on that. 

Mr. Chaleff: That is why we are here but*— 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: That building decayed many years ago. 

Mr. Chaleff: As it stands now, the approval is okay from the 
Planning Board's point of view and I have to seek the fire depart­
ment approval. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: You have to go. to the Zoning Board of Appeals. 

Mr. Schiefer: Before you get the Planning Board's approval, you 
have to get fire department and the variance from the Zoning Board. 

Mr. Chaleff: How long do you think that will take. 

Mr. Rones: I don't know what the state of their agenda is but gentle­
men, before we send him to the Zoning Board of Appeals, are there any 
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other comments we have on the site plan. In other words, is the 
plan, is the variance something that the Planning Board would rec­
ommend to the Zoning Board of Appeals. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I don't see anything wrong with it being back there, 
just the idea that rules have to be followed and just to go ahead and 
put up a building and not get a building permit, I don't think it is 
right. None of us can do it and nobody else can either. 

Mr. Chaleff: I work hard for my money and I make an honest living 
and there was a building previously on the property so in my point 
of view I was replacing what I already had all along. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: . You have to get a building permit. We all know that. 
That is standard rule in any town. And, if you are a good businessman, 
you would know that. 

Mr. Chaleff: I'd like to narrow this down. Is there somebody I can 
meet with possibly tonight and get a plan going on how to follow 
this up or should I just apply to the Zoning Board of Appeals. tomorrow. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: We have to make a motion to approve it and get you 
started to the Zoning Board of Appeals process as far as the building 
is concerned, if you can get them to go along with it, I can't see 
nothing wrong with the building. To me, it is no big deal. I am 
certainly not going to stop you. 

Mr. Chaleff: I am trying to make a living and pay my taxes. 

Mr. Jones: I am retired, they don' t care what I am doing but they 
want the taxes so, 

Mr. Schiefer: r donft think anybody has a problem with what you have 
here except there is a legal procedure you have to follow. We will 
disapprove this, send you to the Zoning Board of Appeals and before 
you leave here, I'd like to have the comments. Is there anything 
else that has to be addressed. 

Mr, VanLeeuwen: I make a motion that we approve this Site Plan of 
George Chaleff 88-26, 

- Mr. Lander: I will second that motion. 

Mr. McCarville: Do you want to discuss some of the other-issues or 
want ±o take care of this first. 

Mr. Schiefer: If this is part of an approval, go ahead. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. McCarville No 
Mr. VanLeeuwen No 
Mr• Lander No 
Mr. Pagano No 
Mr. Jones No 
Mr. Schiefer No 
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Mr. Schiefer: You had another comment. 

Mr. McCarville; The engineer had commented on the width of the 
approach to the property, the fact that there is a telephone pole 
there perhaps there should be some further identification of where 
the entrance and exit areas are in the front of the property. Other 
than that, I have no problems with the overall plan as the dumpster 
as required. 

Mr. Chaleff: That will be upon your approval, the dumpster because 
that is not going in until you say it is okay. Other than that, 
there should be plenty of room in the front. 

Mr. Lander: All you want on the plan is arrows defining which way. 

Mr. McCarville: There has to be more than that since it is an open 
drive in and drive out area, where ever you want. Also, no identifi­
cation of where the driveway in the back and the parking in the 
beauty salon is. 

Mr. Chaleff: The, looking at it from my point of view— 

Mr. McCarville: There should be some markings there indicating this 
way out, this way in. 

Mr. Chaleff: That would have been on there if that was explained to 
me the la~*v time I came through here because all the revisions I have 
tonight are from prior comments made the last time and it seems like 
every- time I come there, there is another comments. 

Mr, McCarville: This is why we have an engineer to write up comments. 
I never saw the telephone pole in the middle of the parking lot. 

Mr. Jones: Don't feel bad. 

Mr, VanLeeuwen: 1 make a motion that we send a favorable comment to 
the Zoning Board of Appeals with regard to George Chaleff Site Plan 
88-26. j 

Mr. Pagano: I'll second that motion. 

ROLL CALL: -

Mr. McCarville Aye 
Mr. Lander Aye 
Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye 
Mr. Pagano Aye 
Mr. Jones^ Aye 
Mr. Schiefer Aye 

Mr, Chaleff: Is there any way to expedite this thing? 

Mr. Rones: That, you have to take up with them. 
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Mr. Schiefer: The other thing you have to do is get together with 
the fire inspector, Bobby Rogers. 

Mr. Chaleff: I can get them through here, come up and talk to them 
and resolve that. 

Mr. Schiefer: Once those two issues are resolved, we will get you 
back on and I believe they, from what I hear, that should be the end 
of it. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Ask the engineer to define where the ingress and the 
egress is on the map. That is what this man is talking about. 

Mr. Schiefer? Are there any other recommendations so we can resolve 
it. 

Mr. McCarville: I have a problem with the pole not clearly identifying 
the parking area, keeping in mincl you have to work in another handi­
capped parking and an additional one. 

Mr. Rones: You are going to have to resolve that with Mr. Rogers be­
cause he is of the opinion you need an additional one. Mr. Edsall 
said he was confused on the zoning data, the Zoning Board is going to 
want th&t cleaned "up to just have the survey or take heed of Mr. 
Edsall's comments there because he had a comment that the, you had 
data on there for the NC zone but what you were really looking for 
va» PI zone so that the information on the map is probably going to 
have to be corrected for the Zoning Board of Appeals too so you 
ought to get that fixed before you wind up at the Zoning Board of 
Appeals meeting because otherwise they are going to delay you for 
some corrections to the map. 

Mr. Babcock: As far as the Zoning Board of Appeals, they v/on • t en­
tertain an application until the paperwork is sent to them. It takes 
a week to get the paperwork done to send to them because we have to 
have the minutes from this meeting to send to them to reflect what 
was- said here tonight. 
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 
REVIEW COMMENTS 

PROJECT NAME: George Chaleff Site Plan 
PROJECT LOCATIONS Route 32 
PROJECT NUMBER: 88-26 
DATE: 11 January 1989 

1. The plan involves a multi-building development o-f an existina 
site on the northwest side o-f Route 32- The plan was previously 
reviewed at the 10 August 1988 and 26 October 1988 Planninq Board 
Meeting. 

< »•>—j-\r 
2. It should be noted that a total of seven (7) buildings in total 
are proposed for the site. Six (6) are already existing and one (1) 
new "workshop building" is proposed. The Board should note the 
following with regard to the individual buildings: 

a. The existing beauty salon near the front of the site is a 
use permitted by right (#2 of the C Zone). 

b. The existing two-story house is a non-conforming use. as 
only residential quarters within conforming uses is 
permitted in the C Zone. 

c. The existing auto repair garage is a special permit use in 
the C Zone. 

d. The proposed auto repair garage is split between the PI and 
C Zones. The majority of the proposed buildinq is within 
the PI Zone, where it is not a use permitted by riqht or by 
special permit. _Therefore, a variance will be required. 

e. One of the cottages would be an acceptable special permit 
use, if same is for a caretaker. In any case, only one (1) 
would be permitted in the PI Zone. 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNIN6 BOARD 
REVIEW COMMENTS 

PROJECT NAME: 
PROJECT LOCATION: 
PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 

Beorge Chaleff Site Plan 
Route 32 
88-26 
11 January 1989 

- 2 -

3. The Board should discuss the multiple uses which are located on 
this site and discuss whether any,of these uses have ever previously 
been approved by the Planning Bo'ard. 

4. The "zoning data" shown on the plan is con-fusing. Why does the 
plan indicate zoning requirements for the "NC11 Zone, when none of this 
property is in such zone? Also, which uses should the zoning 
requirements reflect? There Are several uses on this site. 

5. My previous comments indicated that site development details 
should be provided. The plan now shows construction details for the 
proposed building which &re actually pqyt of the building permit 
process, not the site plan approval process. 

6. I am concerned regarding the "wide open" access to this site and 
the fact that a utility pole is located in the middle of this access. 

7. The Board should note that the Bureau of Fire Prevention has 
disapproved this site plan. 

8. The plan should be forwarded to the Orange County Department of 
Planning for review and comment. 

9. At such time that the Board has reviewed all the items as listed 
above, additional engineering review can be made if deemed necessary 
by the Planning Board. 

»tted, 

Edsall, P.E. 
ling Board Engineer 

chaleff 
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CHALEFF - RT. 32 - SITE PLAN (88-26) 

Mr. George Chaleff came before the Board representing this proposal. 

Mr. Chaleff: In the future, the whole driveway will be repaved. 

Mr. Jones: What business do you own in there now? 

Mr. Chaleff: Automotive repair. 

Mr. Pagano: Anything about fire inspection, anything like that. 

Mr. Schiefer: Town Fire Inspector, a minimum of 24 foot wide drive 
needed for access to rear building, handicapped parking and access 
is not shown. They have not approved it. These are these comments. 

Mr. McCarville: I think there had been another reason they did not 
want to approve it. The space between the existing garage and the 
proposed garage which is already out is probably less that 5 foot 
which would in my opinion require probably a variance. I think of 
some sort. 

Mr. Chaleff: If I might add, my architect has informed me that a 
fire wall would be approvable. 

Mr. McCarville: Then, you better show a fire wall on the plan and 
the detailed engineering structure and design of the fire wall with 
footings and etc. 
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Mr. Schiefer: This map that I'm looking at is very difficult to make 
sense because there is no distances measured. 

Mr. Chaleff: When we left off at the last meeting, Mr. Babcock was 
in touch with my architect, Mr. Meloy and was informed that the 
following revisions would include the garbage in the front having 
been enclosed in a compartment as to not be an eyesore to the Town 
and the other thing would be that had the uses properly labeled on 
each of the structures. That was the last revision and the comments 
of the Board at that time. 

Mr. Babcock: Those were the comments of the Board at the site meeting. 

Mr. McCarville: Were you going to put those on-there? 

Mr. Chaleff: They should have been on there. It was, counsel has 
said that you'd like it covered up in the front. You didn't mind 
that it stayed in the front of the building. 

Mr. McCarville: I specifically said it should be removed to the back 
side of the building not facing Route 32. 

Mr. Chaleff: That is what I suggested. I asked you if I could take 
it right out of the front and put it in the back. 

Mr. McCarville: Exactly what we said but they didn't put it anywhere 
here. 

Mr. Schiefer: If this is the latest map, it is not here. 

Mr. McCarville: This can't be the latest map. 

Mr. Babcock: Yes, it is. We have got two maps, right. 

Mr. Chaleff: Correct, you should and as I spoke to Mr. Meloy, he 
was in touch with you and the revisions should have been forwarded 
to our office. 

Mr. Babcock: We had that last meeting. 

Mr. Chaleff: You should have new ones according to my sources. 

Mr. Schiefer: The last revision on the other map is 1-83 so this 
is the latest map that we have here. .April 1st, 1988. 

Mr. Babcock: If we received them, they are in his folder. 

Mr. Schiefer: There is nothing we can do with it. We have to 
locate the maps. The map we have here we can • t do much with. 

Mr. Rones: Maybe we can give him a copy of Mark * s comments and put 
him back on the agenda. 

Mr. Schiefer: I am not pointing fingers on why the maps aren't here 
but they are not here. 
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Mr. Chaleff: They should have been here regardless. 

Mr. Schiefer: Under the circumstances, there is not much we can do 
with it. You will have to get it correct and the revisions into it. 

Mr. Schiefer: Do you want a copy of the plan I have got. 

Mr. Chaleff: I am going to speak with my architect. 

Mr. Schiefer: The latest map we have is April 1 so the revision you 
have were subsequent to that date. 

Mr. Edsall: Can I impress upon the Board for an answer to one of the 
comments. How much detail do they want on the plan for the applica­
tion package lists quite a number of items which are normally included 
in the site plan. It is an exisitng site plan. They are adding a 
building. How much detail- do you want. 

Mr. Schiefer,: That was my first comment. There is hardly any details 
on the map. 

Mr. Edsall: The,normal items being limits of paying, lighting, drain­
age, the parking. Does the Board want all that information on as per 
usual site plan or is that being.handled differently. 

Mr. Schiefer: I'd like to see more information on them. The normal 
information on there. 

Mr. Lander: Normal information. If there is a well, you are going 
to show the well. 

Mr. Chaleff: That is just an antique. It is not active. I am 
going into the town septic and town water with the garbage, whatever 
makes you people happy we will put it where it makes you people 
happy. 

Mr. Schiefer: If you get with your architect and get us the new maps, 
we will get you back on this as soon as we can and try to check the 
maps to make sure you have some more of this information on them. 

Mr. Chaleff: Thank you, I will get together with Mark and Mike and 
see if we can wrap this up. Thank you. 
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: o/Y (A^..^ /*&& 

SUBJECT: &JZ£/f' J^£ / 

Planning Board Reference Number: ^vT^^^fl^r 

Fire Prevention Reference Number: ff- ?z 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan/subdivision was 

conducted on J.^/ /Z j ^ 19 f£ , with the following 

being noted. 

^ r <a_ ^2 <? ^Hc^ iUy-t^e-^L, (Z>£**s<- ^^jut^^~'t^^- €Z*;Ct*^ 

2) ^y ^ — 7 <̂ C <2*^c**-

This site plan/subdivision is found unacceptable. 

>bert F^/Rodgers; CCA 
Fire Inspector 
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 

CHECKLIST FOR COMPLETE SUBMITTALS 
AND ROOTING CHECKL* 
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PROJECT NAME: 
PROJECT NUMBE 

Completed Application Form 
Notarized Endorsement on Application 
Application Fee 
Proxy Statement 
Environmental Assessment Form 
Completed Checklist 
Fourteen (14) Sets of Submittal Plans 

ROOTING PROCEDURE 

Copies of the submitted plan should be sent to the following 
Departments. 

Sewer Department 
Planning Board Engineer 
Orange County Planning* 
Bureau of Fire Prevention 

Building Inspector 
Water Department 
Highway Department 
NYSDOT* 

In addition copies of the following should be sent to the 
Plann ing Board Engineer: 

Application _ 
Submittal Checklist 

EAF 
Dept. Review 

* O/C Planning and DOT as required. 
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Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

te 
(This is a two-sided form) 

Date Received__ 
Meeting Date -
Public Hearing 
Action Date 
Fees Paid 

APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL PERMIT 

1. Name of Project \ S / T X fLA+d poll flOfZVlT^ iff- C*&QZ&1 CUALgf? 

2. Name of Applicant &B.OH&L C^ACBf^ Phone g 6 2 - f l 4 l f e 

Address 2 & 6 Wlf+PSoZ- m&UUrf HlbJ^d^Or^ft kp/ f Z STO 
(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 

3. Owner of Record &ZOQ&L - £ . C2Ut\ t^fcff? Phone SiZ- Mlh 

Address *Z(*G W'fiJDsofZ MI&LILJAV . h/ZW \+J)KP$*<L tVY IZST& 
(Street No. & Name) (Pos t 'o f f i ce ) (StateY (Zip) 

4. Person Preparing PlanCUAELfcS Jor^ MEtoVPhone go/~<?06-3:?r£ 

Address 2\<\ dlhJPtYL HdtsQ , £P/£o*f , ^ O <g"e8'20-

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 

5. Attorney Cfohf? E . f i f t c h O f Phone QPj'j - 7W) 

Address vJ^T^h^um/k^^Ga^haO, f\)H^ /QS^H 
v (Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 

6. Location: On the 
(^JVS. ffX)T£ S e ) fee t 

of 

s ide of W/NpfQft Ml&tfWAV 
(Street ) % 

(Direction) 

(Street ) 

7. Acreage of Parcel 3.£>"7 ACJtCS 8. Zoning D i s t r i c t 

9. Tax Map Designation: Section Block Lot 

10. Describe proposed use in d e t a i l : ggfc 4<Tfl <AA&P LUTT&L 



11. Other property information: 

a) 

b) 

c) 
d) 
e) 

f) 

g) 

Is the proposed use in or adjacent to a Residential 
District? 

Is a pending sale or lease subject to Planning Board 
approval of this application? : - ;- -• : . 
When was property purchased by present owner?- - -
Has property been subdivided previously? When? 
Has property been subject of special permit previously? 

. When? 
Has an Order to Remedy Violation been issued against the 
property by the Zoning Inspector? 
Is there any outside storage at the property now or is any 
proposed? Describe in detail: 

12. Attach a proposed plan showing the size and Location of the 
Lot and Location of all buildings and proposed facilities, 
including access drives, parking areas and all Streets within 
200 feet of the Lot. Plan should also comply with the Site 
Plan Checklist, as applicable. 

AFFIDAVIT 

Date: ^'j^-fjd 
STATE OF NEW YORK) 

COUNTY OF ORANGE) SS.: 

The undersigned Applicant, being duly sworn, 
deposes and states that the information, statements and 
representations contained in this application are true and 
accurate to the best of his/her knowledge or to best of his/her 
information and belief. The Applicant further understands and 
agrees that the Planning Board may require your to periodically 
renew a Special Permit and withhold renewal upon a determination 
that prescribed conditions have not been or are no longer 
complied with. 

(Applicant 

e this /-w 

SUSAN L HOFFMAN 
Notary Public, State of New Yorfe 

. No. 30-4504124 ^ 
Qualified in Dutchess County < / 

Commtesiori Expires March 30, f « / Rev. 3-87 
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 
SITE PLAN CHECKLIST 

ITEM 

l.J^Site Plan Title 
2. ̂ Applicant's Name(s) 
3.>^ Applicant's Address(es) 
4. ̂  Site Plan Preparer's Name 
5. x.Site Plan Preparer's Address 
6.j^Drawing and Revision Dates 
7.J£_4Mx2" Box for Approval 

Stamp. 
8.^C_AREA MAP INSET 
9. X Site Designation 

10. Properties Within 500 Feet 
of Site 

11. Property Owners (Item #10) 

12.J<:_PL0T PLAN 
13.JX^Scale (lw = 50' or lesser) 
1 4 . >£_Metes a n d Bounds 
1 5 . j>g_Zoning D e s i g n a t i o n 
1 6 . X N o r t n A r r o w 

1 7 . J < A b u t t i n g P r o p e r t y Owners 
18 . J J ^ E x i s t i n g B u i l d i n g L o c a t i o n s 
19 . j > £ _ E x i s t i n g Paved A r e a s 
2 0 . J><_Ex i s t i ng V e g e t a t i o n 
2 1 . ^ E x i s t i n g A c c e s s & E g r e s s 

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS 
2 2 . K ^ _ L a n d s c a p i n g 
2 3 . w / k j S x t e r i o r L i g h t i n g 
24 . f / j T s c r e e n i n g 
25 . ' A c c e s s & E g r e s s 
2 6 . j>c_Park ing A r e a s 
2 7 . _ L o a d i n g A r e a s 
28 .H7APaving D e t a i l s 

(Items 25-27) 

29. Curbing Locations 
30. Curbing Through 

Section 
31. Catch Basin Locations 
32. Catch Basin Through 

Section 
33. Storm Drainage 
34. Refuse Storage 
35. Other Outdoor Storage 
36. Area Lighting 
37. Sanitary Disposal Sys 

38. Water Supply/Fire 
Hydrants 

39. X Building Locations 
40. V Building Setbacks 
41. Front Building 

Elevations 
42. Divisions of Occupancy 
43. Sign Details 
44. BULK TABLE INSET 
45. yC Property Area (Nearest 

100 sq. ft.) 
46. Building Coverage (sq. 

ft.) 
47. Building Coverage (% 

of Total Area) 
48. Pavement Coverage (Sq. 

Ft.) 
49. Pavement Coverage (% 

of Total Area) 
50. Open Space (Sq. Ft.) 
51. Open Space (% of Total 

Area) 
52.^C_No. of Parking Spaces 
Proposed. 

53. No. of Parking 
Required. 

This list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience 
of the Applicant. The Town of New Windsor Planning Board may 
require additional notes or revisions prior to granting approval. 

PREPARER'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT: 
The Site Plan has been prepared in accordance with this checklist 
and the Town of New Windsor Ordinance^ ̂ 7to/ th# be^t of/my 
knowledge. 

By: 

Rev. 3-87 Date 

sional 
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EEQ?Y_STATEMENT 

• for submittal to tlie 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

---i^i^Q^^C^j^yjLV^ZZT---: ~Tjt deposes and, says, that hê  
resides at _ <^^ ^LuJ^J2n£-JJl^C(J^ Jur£ 

(Owner's Address-) ' 

in the County of / jnTt/lOP 

and State of _/VptljjJadCL 

and that he is the owner in fee of 

^.3^Ml±od^acMvQ\, JV£u)ld;nds<\r\&L!±ji 
which i s the premises descr ibed in the foregoing a p p l i c a t i o n and 

t h a t he has au thor ized ChcLr)e^>3on MG/OQ 

to make the foregoing a p p l i c a t i o n as descr ibed t h e r e i n . 

5£ -> - SV/g-

Date 
' (Owner 's 'Si 
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Rep.̂  u-in SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 
Appendix B Part 617 

Project Title: [Tbpo.^-V-vA ^ - f i £^+Qfe. Cljj^iA^ , Sj-t-e. P U t ^ ^ I f tA / t tSS t f tA 

Location: J£U(+ w*** r*c&3*r ^ c g L u WM N ^ - l U ^ ' a A - * * ^ 

I D Number: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 
( a ) In order to answer the questions in this short EAF it is assumed that the preparer will use currently available 

information concerning the project and the likely impacts of the action. It is not expected that additional 
studies, research or other investigations will be undertaken. 

( b ) If any question has been answered Yes, the project may have a significant effect and the full Environmental 
Assessment Form is necessary. Maybe or Unknown answers should be considered as Yes answers. 

( c ) If all questions have been answered No it is likely that this project will not have a significant effect. 
( d ) If additional space is needed to answer the questions, please use the back of the sheet or provide at­

tachments as required. ^ 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

YES NO 
Will project result in a large physical change to the project site or physically alter more than 10 n / 
acres of land? O 

2. Will there be a major change to any unique or unusual land form found on the site? 
3. Will project alter or have a large effect on an existing body of water? Q 
4. Will project have an adverse impact on groundwater quality? O 
5. Will project significantly effect drainage flow on adjacent sites? D 
6. Will project affect any threatened or endangered plant or animal species? D 

U UQ > 
D MJ 

- i 7. Will project result in a major adverse effect on air quality? 
8. Will project have a major effect on the visual character of the community or scenic views or vistas _/ 

Known to be important to the community? O 5r 
9. Will project adversely impact any site or structure of historic, prehistoric, or paieontological im­

portance or any site designated as a Critical Environmental Area by a local agency? D Qr . ^ 
10. Will project have a major adverse effect on existing or future recreational opportunities? D Cy / 
11. Will project result in major traffic problems or cause a major effect to existing transportation 

systems? D 
12. Is project non-farm related and located within a certified agricultural district? D 
13. Will project regularly cause objectionable odors, noise, glare, vibration, or electrical disturbance 

as a result of the project's operation? 
14. Will project have any adverse impact on public health or safety? D 
15. Will project affect the existing community by directly causing a growth in permanent population 

of more than 5 percent over a one-year period or have a major negative effect on the character of 
the community or neighborhood? a 

16. Is there public controversy concerning any potential impact of the project? Q 

FOB AGENCY USE ONLY 

Preparer's Title: ChldeS J o A / N £kP>V Ao.C.H llPCT 

Agency: 
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April 1; 1988 

Mr. John Finnegan 
Zoning Officer 
TPF TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Street 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Rer Property of George Chaleff 
266 Windsor Highway, New Windsor, NY 
Site Plan Submission 

Dear Mr. Finnegan: 

Attached is a site plan of my property on Windsor Highway 
where T would a new workshop building. 

My family has owned this property for over 40 years. T 
assummed ownership from an aunt in 1978 who had jointly 
been the recorded owner with my mother prior to this 
date. The change in ownership came about after the death 
of my mother in 1975. 

T have continued the operation of two business which have 
been here for many years. One is a 700 s.f. hair salon 
building at the front of the property which T rent to 
another operator. The other is an auto repair business 
which I operate in a building further back on the propert 

I also maintain my home on this property and T rent two 
small cottages at the rear of the property. 

This should give you some idea of the history and of 
the use T. make of this property. 

Sincerely, 

George Chaleff 
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